Date: Thu, 7 Jan 93 04:30:22 PST 

From: Ham-Policy Mailing List and Newsgroup <ham-policy@ucsd.edu> 
Errors-To: Ham-Policy-Errors@UCSD.Edu 

Reply-To: Ham-Policy@UCSD.Edu 

Precedence: Bulk 

Subject: Ham-Policy Digest V93 #7 

To: Ham-Policy 


Ham-Policy Digest Thu, 7 Jan 93 Volume 93 : Issue 7 


Today's Topics: 
Closed repeaters (2 msgs) 
Closed Repeaters. 
RESULT: rec.radio.info passes 215:51 


Send Replies or notes for publication to: <Ham-Policy@UCSD.Edu> 
Send subscription requests to: <Ham-Policy-REQUEST@UCSD.Edu> 
Problems you can't solve otherwise to brian@ucsd.edu. 


Archives of past issues of the Ham-Policy Digest are available 
(by FTP only) from UCSD.Edu in directory "mailarchives/ham-policy". 


We trust that readers are intelligent enough to realize that all text 
herein consists of personal comments and does not represent the official 
policies or positions of any party. Your mileage may vary. So there. 


Date: Wed, 6 Jan 1993 17:35:30 GMT 

From: usc!sol.ctr.columbia.edu!news.cs.columbia.edu! popovich@network.UCSD.EDU 
Subject: Closed repeaters 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


> Gee, Steve, my omni works just great on 1280 for repeater use, as does 
> everyone else's here in the SF Bay Area. 


It was an exaggeration, like everything else that's been posted on 
this topic :-). Remember, I said it was flame bait. 


Date: Wed, 6 Jan 1993 20:09:22 GMT 

From: usc!zaphod.mps.ohio-state.edu!sol.ctr.columbia.edu!news.cs.columbia.edu! 
popovich@network.UCSD.EDU 

Subject: Closed repeaters 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


To clarify, my post was semi-serious, and semi-facetious. I 


overstated a few things, like saying that 1200 was so completely 
different from the lower bands that nothing would work on it. I just 
thought it was fun to see how far I could take the analogy before it 
broke down completely, as all of them do. And Mr. Maynard, in his 
capacity as Guardian of the Closed Repeaters ;-), then of course had 
to do me the courtesy of breaking it down for me :-). Perhaps I 
didn't include enough smiley faces in the first post. 

-Steve 


Date: Thu, 7 Jan 1993 03:09:52 GMT 

From: tcsi.com!iat.holonet.net! bwilkins@uunet.uu.net 
Subject: Closed Repeaters. 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


jmaynard@oac.hsc.uth.tmc.edu (Jay Maynard) writes: 
[Followups to .policy...] 


: In article <1993Jan5.195950.5210@porthos.cc.bellcore.com> 
mdc@vixen.cc.bellcore.com (marden,david c) writes: 

: >I feel that if at all possible the repeater coordinator(s) should 

: >reassign the pair in cases like this. Maybe the FCC should delegate 
: >the power to do this?? 


: No coordinator would do so, for the simple reason that he'd get his ass sued 

: off. On what basis do you decide that that club gets kicked off the frequency? 
: Can you defend it in court? Can you even afford to defend it in court? You're 
: asking the coordinator to make a value judgment, and that way lie lawsuits. 


Several years ago a Florida coordinating council decided that there would 
be no more closed repeaters on 2meters as the band was full. Those 
repeaters that did not operate in the "open" mode were subject to having 
to share with an active open repeater. A closed repeater group that had to 
share took their case of harmful interference to the commission. The 
closed repeater won its case. The florida coordinating council had to find 
an other pair for the new open repeater. 


It might do some good to read the report and orders that accompany all new 
rules that are a part of 97. There is some good analysis of why and intent. 


Just what is the difference between open and closed repeaters anyway? 
I have heard more closed minds on open repeaters than closed repeaters. 


Bob Wilkins n6fri voice 440.250+ 100pl san francisco bay area 


bwilkins@holonet.net packet n6fri @ w6pw.#nocal.ca.usa.na 


Date: 6 Jan 1993 19:35:49 -0500 

From: bounce-back@uunet.uu.net 

Subject: RESULT: rec.radio.info passes 215:51 
To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


FINAL VOTE ACK AND VOTE TALLY 


The vote for creation of rec.readio.info passed, with 215 votes in favour (QSL), 
and 51 votes against (QRT) for a total of 266 unique ballots, when the voting 
ceased on Wednesday, December 23, 1992 at 2359 UTC. 


This meets or exceeds the requirements that more than 100 yes votes be 
received than no votes, and that greater than 2/3 of the total votes 
are in favor of the new newsgroup. 


Next is a 7-day cooling off period for any objections to be raised. Barring 
any meaningful objections, the new newsgroup will be created. As the moderator 
for newsS.announce.newgroups is going on vacation, I can not guess as to the 
creation date of this new group, but I will be taking submissions starting the 
official creation date to the address rec-radio-info@ve6mgs.ampr.ab.ca, with 
administrative requests at rec-radio-request@ve6émgs.ampr.ab.ca. I invite the 
moderator team members to begin cross-posting of their bulletins on that date. 


Thanks to all who voted! Democracy, I xlovex it! I do hope the people that 
voted no have no hard feelings, and will definitely try to address some of 
their comments included in their ballots. 


The following votes were received by the close of voting, Wednesday, 
December 23, 1992 at 2359 UTC (5:59 PM Central Standard Time). The list 
starts with the 215 QSL or Create rec.radio.info votes, followed by the 
51 QRT or Do NOT Create rec.radio.info votes. The votes were tallied 
courtesy Paul W Schleck pschleck@cwis.unomaha.edu. 


QSL (Create rec.radio.info, as proposed), 215 unique votes: 


"39A::MUSCHINSKE" <MUSCHINSKE%39A.decnet@scfb.chinalake.navy.mil> 

"Allen L. Spruill" <ASPRUIL1I@UA1VM.UA.EDU> 

"Andre' V. Thomas" <andre@boombox.micro.umn.edu> 

"Bill Frangos" <svivn@svivn.ampr.org> 

"Bradley G Trusty-1" <b-trus@staff.tc.umn.edu> 

"Brian J. Papa" <bp12+@andrew.cmu.edu> 

"Dr.K.Krallis - Epsilon Software S.A." <kkrallis@leon.nrcps.ariadne-t.gr> 


"Eric T. Lane" <ETLANE®UTCVM. bitnet@CUNYVM.CUNY.EDU> 
"Gordon M. Charrick" <gmc@helix.nih.gov> 

"Howard Wachtel (312) 975-7970" <U13054@UICVM.UIC.EDU> 
"Jack C. LOCKHART" <LOCKHART@uci.edu> 

"Josh Cockey" <jcockey@nswc-wo.nswc.navy.mil> 

"Julian Lorkin" <one-tx-short-of-a-radio-station@vnet. ibm. com> 
"Loren Thompson" <loren_thompson@qmgate.anl.gov> 
"Margaret A Plumbo-1" <plumb001@staff.tc.umn.edu> (Phil Plumbo) 
"Mike Titus (214) 709-2400 ext. 2259" <TITUS@a1.dallas.sil.org> 
"Peter Gray [MFCF]" <pdgray@math.uwaterloo.ca> 

"Peter Koch" <pmk@deins.informatik.uni-dortmund.de> 
"Roger K. Sanderson P.Eng." <rsanders@bode.uwaterloo.ca> 
"Thomas W. Strong, Jr." <strong+@cmu.edu> 

Alan Cunningham <cunnida@tenet.edu> 

andrew dalton <adalton@lynx.dac.northeastern.edu> 

andrew m. boardman <amb@cs.columbia.edu> 

ANDY GARDNER <gardner_a@kosmos.wcc.govt.nz> 
andy@homebase.vistachrome.com (Andrew Finkenstadt) 

B.J. 25-Nov-1992 0931 <herbison@erlang.enet.dec.com> 
babani@acsu.buffalo.edu (Rusty Babani) 

bart@netcom.com (Harry Bartholomew) 
bc338569@longs.lance.colostate.edu (Brian J. Catlin) 
Benjamin Jonas <bjonas@hydra.unm.edu> 

bgirard@sfu.ca 

Bob Billson <bob@kc2wz.bubble.org> 

Brad Moersfelder - Quad Tech Imaging R&D at 7869 <BMOERS@CORP.QGRAPH. COM> 
britton@proton.llumc.edu (Barrie Britton) 
bwilkins@holonet.net (Bob Wilkins n6fri) 
C.Koch@cen.exeter.ac.uk 

capener@netcom.com (Chris Capener) 

Carl Schaefer <schaefer@CS.Stanford.EDU> 
CARLO@TUSMX1.UTOVRM. IT 

carmi@ipld@1.hac.com (Aviram Carmi) 

Chris Cox WO/G4JEC <chrisc@biggus.moron.vware.mn.org> 
chris@localhost.Colorado.EDU (Chris "Wintermute" Yoder) 
Christophe.Huygens@cs.kuleuven.ac.be (Christophe Huygens) 
Craig Lemon VE3XCL <lemsys!clemon@uunet.UU.NET> 
craigc@sp-eug.com (Craig Cherry) 

d00476@cfi.waseda.ac.jp ("Bunji Yamamoto") 

Dale Mosby <dale@sequent.com> 

dalej@tara.boeing.com (dale jensrud) 
dan@halcyon.halcyon.com (Dan Lawrence) 

Dave M. Ihle <dihle@awis.auburn.edu> 
dave@eram.esi.com.au (Dave Horsfall) 

david@stat.com (David Dodell) 

delisle@eskimo.com (Ben Delisle) 

Dennis Brennan <djb6@midway.uchicago.edu> 

Dieter Lindig <ndl@rz.uni-jena.de> 


dls@genrad.com (Diana L. Carlson) 
dnewcomb@whale.st.usm.edu (Donald R. Newcomb) 

Doug Collinge - VE7GNU <dcolling@ve7frg.ampr.org> 
Doug. Tygar@CS.CMU.EDU 

Doug _Crompton@mindlink.bc.ca (Doug Crompton) 
dsinc!bceccix!jfish (John Fish) 
eagle@yoyo.cc.monash.edu.au (Steven Aquilina) 
ean@gvls2.GVL.Unisys.COM (Ed Naratil) 
ECKMAN@DOBSON.LARC.NASA. GOV 

ehare@arrl.org (Ed Hare - KA1CV) 
emcguire@intellection.com (Ed McGuire) 

fau@po.CWRU.Edu (Francis A. Uy) 
fc1jso@stna7.stna7.stna.dgac.f£r 
freyr!pakers@netcom.com (Phillip Akers) 
fuzzface@cats.UCSC.EDU (Aaron Priven) 
g-taylor4@tamu.edu 

garym@flash.telesoft.com (Gary Morris @pulsar) 
seoff@pauling.inel.gov (Geoff Allen) 

Gerben 'P' Vos <gpvos@cs.vu.nl> 

ggjns@knuth.mtsu.edu (John Schmidt) 
gjk@hogpa.ho.att.com (Gerald J Kersus +1 908 949 9511) 
Graham Rule <graham@wilde.ucs.edinburgh.ac.uk> 
grund@pyrite.SOM.CWRU.Edu 

sy91nan@txfs1.hfb.se (Niclas Andersson El3a - HFB gy91) 
Harald Brinkmann <harry@cs.tu-berlin.de> 
haymoree@oregon.et.byu.edu (Edward Haymore) 
hmueller@orca.tamu.edu (Hal Mueller) 

I've got a pocket full of kryptonite <j_otterson@decwin.enet.dec.com> 
ian@unipalm.co.uk (Ian Phillipps) 
ikluft@uts.amdahl.com (Ian Kluft) 
IMER4QO@INDYCMS.IUPUI.EDU (Martha Rapp) 

Jack GF Hill <knuth! raider! theporch.raider.net!jackatak.raider.net!jackhill> 
Jay Maynard <jmaynard@oac.hsc.uth.tmc.edu> 
jbritain@pnet01.cts.com (Jim Britain) 
jcours@ee.eng.ohio-state.edu (Jeffrey Cours) 
jcv26@cas.org (Jon Vander Hill) 

jdw@wucs1.wustl.edu (j d wilson) 
jeffb@audiolab.UWaterloo.ca (jeff bamford) 
jejensen@ccs.carleton.ca (John Jensen) 
jfreund@mindvox.phantom.com (Jim Freund) 
jgt1o@uts.amdahl.com (John G. Thompson) 

jh@nbn.com (John Harkin) 

jhigbee@icarus.weber.edu (Jonathan C. Higbee) 

Jim -- DTN 223-5747 -- MLO5-2/13A <reisert@mast.enet.dec.com> 
jjc@world.std.com (James J Conrad) 
jmcoving@mosaic.uncc.edu (John Covington WN4BB3) 

Joe Dubner <dubner@hpspkaa.spk.hp.com> 

Joel B Levin <levin@BBN.COM> 


John Flowers <johnf@scd.hp.com> 

John Paul Shalamskas <shalamsk@uhunix.uhcc.Hawaii.Edu> 
johnw@bluemoon.use.com Sat Nov 28 

Jonathan Bradshaw x5558 <jb@dubdtp.enet.dec.com> 
JSCHWITZ@eclx.psu.edu 

Juhan Poeldvere <juhan@chem.ut.ee> 
jweiss@casbah.acns.nwu.edu (Jerry Weiss) 
K.A.Marlow@computer-science. birmingham.ac.uk 
karl@khk.ghia.rhein-main.de (Karl-Heinz Kuehlborn) 
kathy 1 u berglundn <tuna@triton.unm.edu> 

Kauto Huopio <Kauto.Huopio@lut.£i> 
kbarger@cellar.org (Kyle Barger) 
kd4jml.ampr.org!kd4jml@gateway.com 

keeper of the tone <wvogel@mhc.mtholyoke.edu> 
Keith McQueen <keithm@wicat.COM> 

Kevin Purcell (Rho) <a-kevinp@microsoft.com> 
kf£feeney@KLONDIKE.CIT.CORNELL.EDU (Kevin Feeney) 
Kitagawa Masahiro <kitagawa@will.ntt.jp> 
krf@krf£.b8.ingr.com (K.R.Findlay Ed.S.) 
laborde@oak.Jpl.Nasa.Gov (Gregory R. LaBorde) 
lcz@dptspd.sat.datapoint.com (Lee Ziegenhals) 
lgbiede@ptsfa.PacBell.COM (Larry G Biedenweg) 
lucky@ece.iisc.ernet.in 

Lyndon Nerenberg <Lyndon.Nerenberg@unbc.edu> 
Maggie Donovan <KIERAN@delphi. com> 
Magne.Maehre@swing.data.st.statoil.no, 
marier@blkcmb.zso.dec.com.zso.dec.com 
mark@ve6mgs.ampr.org (Mark G. Salyzyn, VE6MGS) 
Martyn Johnson <Martyn.Johnson@cl.cam.ac.uk> 
Mathieu J. Maessen <maessm@rpi.edu> 

Matteo Cardin 274008/IL <felipe@sabrina.dei.unipd.it> 
matwood@cadehp8.eng.utah. edu 

MBAYA@ANTIOC. ANTIOCH. EDU 

mbn@greyskul (Mike Northam) 
mcovingt@aisun3.ai.uga.edu (Michael Covington) 
Michael Quinn <MJQUINN@pucc. PRINCETON. EDU> 
mikef@pacifier.rain.com (Mike Freeman) 
mikey@slic.cts.com (Mike Shirley) 
miltonm@inetnode.austin.ibm.com (Milton Miller) 
mja@acd4.acd.com ( Mike Allard ) 
moisan@silver.lcs.mit.edu (David Moisan) 

Moss Owen Jacobson <mj26+@andrew.cmu.edu> 
MOTSUK@CUA. EDU 

mpayne@cse.unl.edu (matt payne) 

Mr G J Errington B.Sc. <phpac@csv.warwick.ac.uk> 
mssi@cornell.edu (Michael S Shappe) 

N.Kaiya <kaiyan@open.nm.fujitsu.co.jp> 

n7kbt! john@qiclab.scn.rain.com 


Nicolai E.M. Plum <maufr@csv.warwick.ac.uk> 

Nigel Allen <nigel.allen@canrem.com> 

Nigel Watkinson <nigel@sun-a.computation.umist.ac.uk> 
orvb@micom.com (Orville Beach (MIS)) 
patrik@cup.portal.com 

Paul Maciel <pmaciel@mtl.mit.edu> 
Paul.Tvete@ii.uib.no 

paulf@umunhum. Stanford. EDU 

PER_CUNNING@ohio. gov 

Peter Laws N5UWY <PLAWS@UAFSYSB.UARK.EDU> 
phantom@pro-haven.cts.com (Tiffany Keller) 

Ralf Begemann <fhlip%c52514> 

Rami Zureick <ZUREICK@UTASYS.UTA.EDU> 
randall@bcstec.ca.boeing.com (Michael Randall) 
rfc@encrypt.hdtv.att.com (Robert F. Casey) 

Rich <ntksun1!necis.ma.nec.com! rbono@harvard. harvard. edu> 
rich@wilpat.wilpaterson.edu (RICHARD) 

richard nimtz <rnimtz@hilbert.helios.nd.edu> 
Richard Victor <Richard.Victor@mixcom.mixcom.com> 
Rick Ellis <rick@ofa123.fidonet.org> 
rick@ricksys.lonestar.org (Richard McCombs KB5SNF) 
Risto Kotalampi <rko@cs.tut.£1i> 

rlt@gummo.att.com (Roberta L Taylor) 

Robert Fargher <fargher@unixg.ubc.ca> 

Roger Bielefeld <rab@hal.CWRU.Edu> 

Ron Buckmire <buckmr@rpi.edu> 
root@itnbbs.ampr.ab.ca () 
rosedale!dcb@uunet.UU.NET (Dave Breneman) 

Russ Crisp <CRISP@WCUVAX1.WCU.EDU> 
rwa@cs.athabascau.ca (Ross Alexander) 
saba@tellabs.com 

say@sfu.ca 

sbrown@charon.dseg.ti.com (Steve Brown) 
schubert@united.berkeley.edu (John Schubert) 

Sean Petty <seanp@undr.org> 
skeeter@skatter.usask.ca 
skitch@NADC.NADC.NAVY.MIL (M. Squicciarini) 
slutsky@tesla.njit.edu 

Soda Stereo! <meister@lsncsc.enet.dec.com> 
sridhar@asuvax.eas.asu.edu (Sridhar Venkataraman ) 
Stephen Hebditch <steveh@orbital.demon.co.uk> 
steve@matt.ksu.ksu.edu (Steve Schallehn) 
steve@presoft.com (Steve Kohlenberger) 
strat@intercon.com (Bob Stratton) 

Terry Maton - Construction Engineering Assistant <MATON@pplant.usask.ca> 
testnet!pr@pegasus.att.com (Paul Richards) 
thiagarajan subramanian <SUBRAMAT%ETSU.bitnet@CUNYVM. CUNY .EDU> 
Thomas Alan Dockstader <tdile+@andrew.cmu.edu> 


tima@CFSMO.Honeywell.COM (Timothy D Aanerud) 

Tom Limoncelli <tom_limoncelli@Warren.MENTORG. COM> 
tstader@aol.com 

UNB Amateur Radio <unbham@jupiter.Sun.CSD.unb.ca> 
Vaillan@ireq.hydro.qc.ca (Clement Vaillancourt 514-652-8238) 
VFOAOOO7@VAX.CSUN.EDU (Michael Reagan (MREAGAN) ) 

vogon1! compnect! frackit!dave@psuvax1.cs.psu.edu (Dave Ratcliffe) 
vogon1! compnect! frackit! ka3uzr!daveh@psuvax1.cs.psu.edu (Dave Hultberg) 
vyankey@gnu.ai.mit.edu 

wigsl@Athena.MIT.EDU 

wanagin@kingkong.escape.de (Ulf Bahrenfuss) 

Warren E. Lewis <saswel@unx.sas.com> 
Warren_Tuiskula@vos.stratus.com 

Will Marchant <marchant@cea.Berkeley.EDU> 

William=E .=Newkirk%Pubs%GenAv .Mlb@ns14.cca.cr.rockwell.com 
wperkins!wmp ("William M. Perkins") 


QRT (Do not create), 51 unique votes: 


"Dana H. Myers" <dana@devnet.la.locus.com> 

"David B. Horvath, CDP" <MBADBH@rohvm1.xrohmhaas.com> 
"Eric J. Olson" <ejo@kaja.gi.alaska.edu> 

"Henry T. Rand" (AED-FD) <hrand@PICA.ARMY.MIL> 
"Jason Berri" <XBERRI@arecibo.aero.org> 

"Jeffrey D. Angus" <jangus@skyld.sr.com> 

"Sid B. Bernstein" (AED-EWD) <sidb@PICA.ARMY.MIL> 
<sapnet!n8jbo@mcnnet.mi.org> 

acourt@ncc.uky.edu 

cdr@kpc.com (Carl Rigney) 

Charles Shub <cdash@moet.cs.colorado.edu> 
cookav@catipult.anatcp.rockwell.com 

Craig Bender <renfield!bender@ole.cdac.com> 
ddtodd@ucdavis.edu (Daniel D. Todd) 
emd@ham.almanac.bc.ca 

gsw@wolves.Durham.NC.US (Gregory G. Woodbury) 
gt4503e@prism.gatech.edu (Tracy K. Wood/KDOUP) 
stephx!blackj@enuucp.eas.asu.edu (Jim Black) 
Harris Boldt Edelman <red-eft!hbe@valley.West.Sun.COM> 
Jef£ Tucker N9HZQ <tucker@gauss.eedsp.gatech.edu> 
jim@ka4ojn.raleigh.nc.us (Jim Curran) 
jkearman@arrl.org (Jim Kearman) 
julian@bongo.info.com (Julian Macassey) 
k2ph@cbnewsj.att.com 

kai@genepi.hanse.de (Kai Altenfelder) 

Kevin Sanders <kevin@ws066.torreypinesca.NCR. COM> 
kthompso@donald.wichitaks.NCR.COM 

larson@net.com (Alan Larson) 


louie@sayshell.umd.edu (Louis A. Mamakos) 
lwolfgang@arrl.org (Larry Wolfgang) 

Matthew Daniels <n9248086@henson.cc.wwu.edu> 
mjohnsto@shearson.com (Mike Johnston) 

MRO1-3/C6 dtn 297-9029 <taber@cimfie.enet.dec.com> 
mzeug@ameris.center.il.ameritech.com (Michael R. Zeug) 
parknert@caesar.his.se 

parnass@ihlpm.att.com 

Peter Hayward <hayward@cs.uchicago.edu> 
pseudo!mjn@uunet.UU.NET (Murray Nesbitt) 
rambler@pnet51.orb.mn.org (Dan Meyer) 

RAVEN Winter <raven@lclark.edu> 
rick@crick.ssctr.bcm.tmc.edu (Richard H. Miller) 
root@col.hp.com 

russ@Alliant.COM (Russell McFatter) 
rwed@gnu.ai.mit.edu 

sapnet!n8jbo@mcnnet.HCIA.COM (James E. Cook) 
steve@zero.com (Steve Urich) 

sunriv! ronh@uunet.uu.net 

tijoma@uta.fi (Jorma Mintylt) 

willis@cs.tamu.edu (Willis Marti) 
WRIGHT@morekypr.BITNET 
yee@mipgsun.mipg.upenn.edu (Conway Yee) 


---- Now a brief advertisement ---- 


Newsgroup: 
rec.radio.info (moderated) 


/usr/lib/news/newsgroups entry: 
rec.radio.info Informational postings related to radio. 


Charter: 
To provide high quality, informational postings about radio. This 
group will take cross-postings, or moderated postings from the regular 
discussion streams to alieviate the traffic, over expensive links, in 
these groups by allowing the news transfer mechanism to drop articles 
cross posted to rec.radio.info. Postings in the entire rec.radio.* 
heirarchy that the moderators deam as informational, however, are 
likely candidates for cross posting or re-posting. Also by placing the 
informational postings in this group, make it easier for many to find 
radio related information. 


By maintaining a high level of quality in the postings, it is hoped 
that these postings may end up, at least more conveniently, in various 
archive sites, or possibly over the Amateur Radio Packet BBS network 
as well. 


By using a self-moderator scheme, the hopes are that many of the 
postings will maintain timeliness, and good propagation through the 
computer networks. 


Ciao, 73 de VE6MGS/Mark -sk- 


Date: 6 Jan 1993 19:06:44 GMT 

From: swrinde!zaphod.mps.ohio-state.edu!cs.utexas.edu!bcm!lib!oac.hsc.uth.tmc.edu! 
jmaynard@network.UCSD.EDU 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


References <1993Jan5.165651.28417@elroy.jpl.nasa.gov>, <8333@lib.tmc.edu>, 
<1993Jan5.231300.22346@ke4zv.uucp>ynard 
Subject : Re: Closed repeaters 


In article <1993Jan5.231300.22346@ke4zv.uucp> gary@ke4zv.UUCP (Gary Coffman) 
writes: 

>Sorry, coordinators have no legal right to make this promise to keep 
>everyone else away. They are forbidden by 97.101(b) from granting 
>exclusive use to any one station. The doctrine of nullification says 

>that private agreements have no legal force if they are in contravention 
>of law. Since a promise of exclusive use is a violation of 97.101(b), 

>it has no force. 


If this is the case, then why does the FCC recognize frequency coordination at 
all? 


I ask again: are you willing to pay to defend coordinators from the lawsuits 
that acceding to your demands will generate? 
Jay Maynard, EMT-P, K5ZC, PP-ASEL | Never ascribe to malice that which can 
jmaynard@oac.hsc.uth.tmc.edu | adequately be explained by stupidity. 
"Science is all in the public domain, and allows few secrets." 
-- Tom Clancy, _The Sum of All Fears_ 


Date: 6 Jan 1993 19:05:34 GMT 

From: swrinde!zaphod.mps.ohio-state.edu!cs.utexas.edu!bcm!lib!oac.hsc.uth.tmc.edu! 
jmaynard@network.UCSD.EDU 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


References <1icr4sINNlO8@transfer.stratus.com>, <8339@lib.tmc.edu>, 
<1id4laINNqlq@transfer.stratus.com>du 
Subject : Re: Closed repeaters 


In article <1lid4laINNqlq@transfer.stratus.com> leadfoot@bigbootay.sw.stratus.com 
(Mark Curtis) writes: 

>Because YOU'RE wasting everyone else's time, and access just so that you 

>don't have to be bothered to do what everyone else does, share the road. 

>You don't want to be bothered with the problems of sharing so you squat 

>down and claim that lane is your private lane. You don't own the lane, 

>it's public property built and paid for with public tax money. All you 

>own is the car. Your 30k wheels will not impress me, the cops, or the 

>tow truck driver. 


I (generic repeater trustee) followed all the procedures in place to get a 
frequency pair to put my repeater on. I agreed to use a particular fixed 
frequency, to follow limits on height and effective radiated power, and to 
keep out of everyone else's way. Once upon a time, that was good enough. Now 
you're telling me that it isn't. 


Do you like having the rules of the game changed on you midway through the 
third quarter? Why are you doing it to repeater trustees? 


>Hello McFly! Knock Knock, anyone home in there. Thats what they make 
>curb parking spaces for. How dim can you be? 


The analogy only stretches so far before it snaps... In this case, a curb 
parking space is useless: the repeater is only useful if it is on a fixed 
frequency, else you can't find it. It's going to sit there in the lane, like 
it or not. 


>Tough! Thats life in the real world. This is ham radio not a private 
>common carrier. Sharing, interference, and waiting are all part of 

>ham radio. You're using the wrong radio service if you think you own 
>any frequency. Get a business frequency license if you want a frequency 
>all to yourself, in the ham radio service you have to share. 


Life in your ideal communistic real world where everyone is supposed to be 
working for the good of all, maybe. Why should you want to use the frequency 
if you're not interested in using my repeater? I've never heard an answer to 
that one... 


>|> [BBQ grill analogy posted for the second time deleted] 
>Deleted because you can't come up with anything to counter it. 


No, deleted because I was about to shoot it down: 


>|> A barbecue grill doesn't lose its utility if you pick it up and move it. A 
>|> repeater does. 


Like that. 


>You don't have to move it, just turn it off when you're done talking and 
>quit crying about having to share. Everyone has to share the frequencies 
>in ham radio. 


Right...and if I turn it off, and someone else turns on an open repeater that 
doesn't quiet down until 3 AM, does that mean that I can now only use my 
repeater in the wee hours of the morning? NOT! 


>The repeater coordinator didn't own the frequencies either. He didn't 
>have to right to "give it to you" in the first place. Good thing he 
>wasn't selling land he didn't own, the courts love people who do that. 


The coordinator's end of the coordination agreement was that he wouldn't 
coordinate other interfering repeaters on my channel without my consent. 
He's upholding that agreement. 


>|> If I were to follow your words, then someone who doesn't like me or my 

>|> repeater can force me to keep it off the air, thus depriving me of the use of 
>|> it. Is that fair? 

>Get a business license if you can't handle sharing. Didn't your parents 

>teach you anything about getting along in the real world? Sharing is 

>like saying please, it gets you a long ways for very little. 


How about answering my question? You're compelling me to share with someone 
who's against the way I run my box, and he can effectively force me off the 
air. That's sharing? That's theft! 


>No they don't. The coordinator doesn't doesn't have the right to give 
>them to anyone. He doesn't own them either. He is just a self 
>appointed person who tries to keep the various repeaters out of each 
>others hair. Something cooked up by the repeater owners to serve them- 
>selves. You may have volunteered to go along with it, but I didn't. 
>Only the FCC can assign frequencies to stations, something they 

>refuse to do in the ham radio service. Sharing is part of the deal. 


Not in Texas. The coordinators are selected by an organization open to the 
entire ham community. If hams in Texas don't like the way it's being done, 
they can vote the bastards out. 


If the FCC refuses to assign frequencies in the ham service, then why do they 
recognize coordinators at all? 


>144/220/450 are all filled here. 1280 is doing real well too! Scanning 
>around on 450 is like looking for water in the desert. There may be a 
>little chatter here and there, but most of the repeaters are dead quiet. 


Tough. They got there first, way back when they were told to put there closed 
boxes on 440 in the first place. They did what they were told. Now you want to 


take it all away from them. 

Jay Maynard, EMT-P, K5ZC, PP-ASEL | Never ascribe to malice that which can 
jmaynard@oac.hsc.uth.tmc.edu | adequately be explained by stupidity. 
"Science is all in the public domain, and allows few secrets." 

-- Tom Clancy, _The Sum of All Fears_ 


Date: 6 Jan 1993 16:15:49 GMT 
From: usc!cs.utexas.edu!bcm!1lib!oac.hsc.uth.tmc.edu! jmaynard@network.UCSD.EDU 
To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


References <1icr4sINNlO8@transfer.stratus.com>, <8339@lib.tmc.edu>, 
<POPOVICH. 93Jan5220506@morningside.cs.columbia.edu> 
Subject : Re: Closed repeaters 


In article <POPOVICH.93Jan5220506@morningside.cs.columbia.edu> 
popovich@cs.columbia.edu (Steve Popovich) writes: 

>The problem is that the road that you are parked in is a wide, modern 
>Interstate highway, while the next road over is an ungraded cow path 
>that only certain premium-priced four-wheel drive vehicles can use 
>productively. To be more exact: 


The Interstate I'm on was just an ungraded cow path when I first got here, 
too; I've put a lot of time and money in paving. In fact, I was chased off the 
next Interstate over because they told me there wasn't room. Now that I've 
paved it, others want to come in and take it away from me. 


>And finally, 1200 is a rough, undeveloped dirt track in 

>the country with no gas stations, restaurants or support services of 
>any kind, requiring a special, premium sort of 4x4 called a Gunnplexer 
>in order to make use of it. 


Tell that to my Standard C628A 440/1200 dual band handheld. 


As for no gas stations, when I got on my little piece of road way back when, I 
didn't have those, either. I worked long and hard to build all that. Now 
someone wants to take away all my hard work. 


>It'll break an axle on any ordinary sedan 

>(RF circuitry) that tries to roll over it and go somewhere :-). And 
>face it, your standard mobile repeater user isn't going to be able to 
>stick a microwave dish on the roof of his car, aim it at the repeater 
>he wants to use, and keep it aimed while he's driving around. Any 
>frequency where your transmission line is a waveguide just isn't going 
>to work for mobile use. 


1200 isn't that hard. There are mobile rigs, and coax, and gain omni antennas, 
that work just fine, and are even available from amateur sources. 


>Yes, it's a lot of fun to create analogies, but why would anybody 
>think that it could possibly do us any good to do this? 


Beats me. I'm just shooting them down. 

Jay Maynard, EMT-P, K5ZC, PP-ASEL | Never ascribe to malice that which can 
jmaynard@oac.hsc.uth.tmc.edu | adequately be explained by stupidity. 
"Science is all in the public domain, and allows few secrets." 

-- Tom Clancy, _The Sum of All Fears_ 


Date: 6 Jan 1993 19:15:32 GMT 

From: swrinde!zaphod.mps.ohio-state.edu!cs.utexas.edu!bcm!lib!oac.hsc.uth.tmc.edu! 
jmaynard@network.UCSD.EDU 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


References <1993Jan5.171347.2389@porthos.cc.bellcore.com>, <8334@lib.tmc.edu>, 
<1993Jan6.003309.21734@elroy.jpl.nasa.gov> 
Subject : Re: Closed repeaters 


In article <1993Jan6.003309.21734@elroy.jpl.nasa.gov> laborde@oak.Jpl.Nasa.Gov 
(Gregory R. LaBorde) writes: 

>I believe you are incorrect. I understand that they are arguing that they have 
>the right to use the frequencies on which closed repeaters operate, provided 
>they abide by the regulations which govern amateur radio (ie no interference, 
>etc.). If they choose to disobey those regulations, then they are in the wrong 
>regardless of whether or not they are using such frequencies. 


...but they're demanding exactly the right to use the frequency and keep the 
closed repeater off of it! 


>Again, I think you are incorrect because I think that what you call “open 
>repeater partisans" are actually saying that closed repeater operators SHOULD 
>incorporate such protections to prevent unwanted use of their equipment. 


Right. Then they want to use the frequency anyway, and want the closed 
repeater to stay the hell off of their frequency while they're talking. This 
is open to problems: 


>>...and so the person gets on the output and keeps Jim from using the repeater 
>>anyway, according to the arguments of the open repeater partisans. After all, 
>>he doesn't own the frequency, right? Bah! 

>Unpleasant to you, apparently, but true. However, what is the likelihood that 

>someone will fillibuster endlessly on Jim's output and render his repeater 


>unusable for all time? 


A filibusterer can make the repeater effectively unusable, simply by talking 
at the times that the regular users would be using it. He doesn't have to talk 
for all time. 


Fortuantely, the FCC doesn't see it that way. 


>As was pointed out countless times in previous posts, 

>the simplex user is frequency agile while the repeater is not. When the 
>repeater comes up for use, the polite and decent thing is for the simplexers 
>to move to another frequency. They don't HAVE to, and that is the point of 
>the argument. If they don't, then they are jerks and possibly jammers, so 

>a rule requiring them to do so would have little effect anyway. 


That's my contention: the people who would use the frequency that the closed 
repeater is on ARE jerks and jammers. 


>Would a rule giving closed repeaters exclusive rights to a frequency have 
>prevented this? A blanket party would likely be more effective. Laws would just 
>waste Jim's time in fruitless court battles. 


It might have convinced the folks who are skeptical about the real meaning of 
97.205(e) that it means exactly what it says: that limiting the use of a 
repeater to certain user stations IS acceptable. 


>Yes, and Jim sure sounds like a hell of a nice guy. Too bad there are so many 
>more "experienced" amateurs around here that do not share his enlightenment. 


I can only argue from what I have experienced here, on the repeaters I 
frequent. 


>The fact is, even here in LA where the UHF/VHF is arguably the most crowded in 
>the world, I have no problem making the contacts I want to on open repeaters. 
>Many "private" repeaters here are "friendly" and welcome users as long as they 
>do not abuse the system. Other friends of mine with closed systems are happy to 
>let me use them, since when I do so it is usually to contact them anyway. Closed 
>systems like Cactus are in heavy use, so I have no complaints that they are 
>closed. Hey, if I want to use such sophisticated hardware, why shouldn't I 
>contribute to its upkeep and expansion? 


Unfortunately, the measures that you and the open repeater partisans are 
arguing would prevent this as well. Cactus, for example, would become a thing 
of history - after all, how am I to know when I key a repeater in Houston that 
I'm interfering with a guy in LA? 


>There are, unfortunately, a large number 
>of closed systems in LA that are not utilized. These systems seem to exist 


>solely as security blankets for their owners/users who get a sense of safety 
>from knowing that they would not have to wait to use the machine if they wanted 
>to. Not that they seem to ever want to. 


How do you know that's what they're there for? More importantly, what gives 
you (or the frequency coordinator, as some are demanding) the right to make 
the value judgment that they don't deserve the same interference-free 
operation as other repeaters get? 
Jay Maynard, EMT-P, K5ZC, PP-ASEL | Never ascribe to malice that which can 
jmaynard@oac.hsc.uth.tmc.edu | adequately be explained by stupidity. 

"Science is all in the public domain, and allows few secrets." 

-- Tom Clancy, _The Sum of All Fears_ 


Date: 6 Jan 1993 16:02:47 GMT 
From: usc!cs.utexas.edu!bcm!1lib!oac.hsc.uth.tmc.edu! jmaynard@network.UCSD.EDU 
To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


References <1993Jan2.133936.1@ttd.teradyne.com>, <1993Jan04.042255.17643@ssc.com>, 
<1993Jan6.014748 .12730@rock.concert.net> 
Subject : Re: 430mhz band under th 


[Followups to .policy.] 

In article <1993Jan6.014748.12730@rock.concert.net> cole@concert.net (Derrick C. 
Cole) writes: 

>What is a closed repeater good for, anyway? I've already passed the tests 
>required to use the frequency, by what right do you impose further 
>requirements/restrictions as to it's use by me? I've got some news for you: 
>The FCC you ain't. To be honest, if ham radio is based upon openness, "good 
>will", etc, I'm suprised the FCC allows such tripe. 


The FCC allows it, tripe or not. You'll just have to get used to the idea. 


>I am thankful that there are trustees/clubs/owners/whatever who have the money 
>to put up repeaters, as long as they're open (I've supported several.) But 
>the minute they go closed, I'm gone. If you want a closed repeater, get a 
>commercial license and sell connections. Or better yet, get a car phone. The 
>rest of us sure could use the bandwidth. 


I guess, then, that you don't think that complex systems that require some 
user education to use properly, or at all, should take steps to prevent folks 
from just coming on at random and punching buttons? You would require linked 
systems stretching from Houston to San Francisco to put up with inane jabber 
from every ham in between? I'm glad the FCC doesn't agree with you. 


Jay Maynard, EMT-P, K5ZC, PP-ASEL | Never ascribe to malice that which can 


jmaynard@oac.hsc.uth.tmc.edu | adequately be explained by stupidity. 
"Science is all in the public domain, and allows few secrets." 
-- Tom Clancy, _The Sum of All Fears_ 


Date: 6 Jan 1993 20:38:35 GMT 

From: mvb.saic.com!unogate!news.service.uci.edu!usc!cs.utexas.edu!bcm!1ib! 
oac.hsc.uth.tmc.edu! jmaynard@network.UCSD.EDU 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


References <9301061626.AA28626@catnip.berkeley.ca.us>, 
<POPOVICH. 93Jan6123530@morningside.cs.columbia, 
<POPOVICH. 93Jan6150922@morningside.cs.columbia.edu> 
Subject : Re: Closed repeaters 


In article <POPOVICH.93Jan6150922@morningside.cs.columbia.edu> 
popovich@cs.columbia.edu (Steve Popovich) writes: 

>And Mr. Maynard, in his 

>capacity as Guardian of the Closed Repeaters ;-), then of course had 
>to do me the courtesy of breaking it down for me :-). 


Hey...it's a dirty job, but somebody's gotta do it... :-) 


Jay Maynard, EMT-P, K5ZC, PP-ASEL | Never ascribe to malice that which can 
jmaynard@oac.hsc.uth.tmc.edu | adequately be explained by stupidity. 
"Science is all in the public domain, and allows few secrets." 

-- Tom Clancy, _The Sum of All Fears_ 


Date: Thu, 7 Jan 1993 03:32:38 GMT 
From: usc!wupost!emory !wa4mei! ke4zv! gary@network.UCSD.EDU 
To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


References <8339@lib.tmc.edu>, <1id4laINNqlq@transfer.stratus.com>, 
<8359@lib.tmc.edu> 

Reply-To : gary@ke4zv.UUCP (Gary Coffman) 

Subject : Re: Closed repeaters 


In article <8359@lib.tmc.edu> jmaynard@oac.hsc.uth.tmc.edu (Jay Maynard) writes: 
> 

>Tough. They got there first, way back when they were told to put there closed 
>boxes on 440 in the first place. They did what they were told. Now you want to 
>take it all away from them. 


Seniority only counts in union shops Jay. Everyone else has to justify 
their existance every day. 


Gary 


Gary Coffman KE4ZV 
Destructive Testing Systems 
534 Shannon Way 
Lawrenceville, GA 30244 


You make it, 
we break it. 
Guaranteed! 


gatech!wa4mei! ke4zv! gary 
uunet!rsiatl!ke4zv! gary 
emory !kd4nc! ke4zv! gary 
emory!ke4zv!gary@gatech.edu 


Date: Thu, 7 Jan 1993 05:28:14 GMT 

From: usc!zaphod.mps.ohio-state.edu!swrinde! gatech! kd4nc!ke4zv! 
gary@network.UCSD.EDU 

To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


References <8333@lib.tmc.edu>, <1993Jan5.231300.22346@ke4zv.uucp>, 
<8360@1lib.tmc.edu>0 

Reply-To : gary@ke4zv.UUCP (Gary Coffman) 

Subject : Re: Closed repeaters 


In article <8360@lib.tmc.edu> jmaynard@oac.hsc.uth.tmc.edu (Jay Maynard) writes: 
>In article <1993Jan5.231300.22346@ke4zv.uucp> gary@ke4zv.UUCP (Gary Coffman) 
writes: 

>>Sorry, coordinators have no legal right to make this promise to keep 
>>everyone else away. They are forbidden by 97.101(b) from granting 

>>exclusive use to any one station. The doctrine of nullification says 

>>that private agreements have no legal force if they are in contravention 

>>of law. Since a promise of exclusive use is a violation of 97.101(b), 

>>it has no force. 

> 

>If this is the case, then why does the FCC recognize frequency coordination at 
>all? 


The FCC accepts voluntary coordination as evidence that the repeater owner 
showed willingness to cooperate with other repeater owners in xsharingx 
the spectrum at one time. They don't see it as prima facia evidence that 
one amateur has ownership rights in a given frequency. 


>I ask again: are you willing to pay to defend coordinators from the lawsuits 
>that acceding to your demands will generate? 


Coordinators have xnox legal standing to grant exclusive use of frequenies. 
If they wish to xpresumex that responsibility in contravention of 97.101(b), 
then I'd be willing to support those who xsue themx to stop such illegal 
actions. Fortunately, most responsible coordinators *know*x they don't 


have that legal right, and don't take actions that could be subject to 
suit. Instead they act as advisers and negotiators between repeater owners 
attempting to minimize mutual interference. 


My open 440 repeater is a coordinated repeater, "blessed" by SERA. But 
SERA also "blessed" a link between a two meter repeater's split receive 
and transmit sites ON MY REPEATER'S INPUT FREQUENCY. SERA failed to 
rescind either coordination, and the 2 meter repeater owner refused to 
move his link onto a link frequency even though I offered to pay any costs 
involved. I briefly considered going upside down and putting my EME 

amp on the repeater, but a quick call from a friend who is co-channel 
with my machine in North Carolina persuaded me that was no answer. I 
then considered a bit of plastique, but again better sense prevailed. 

I finally just put CTCSS on the repeater and published the frequency. 
Works like a charm, and no more kerchunks from Macon 2 meter operators 
in the middle of the night. In fact, the repeater works better now 

than it did before because the CTCSS tracks weak mobiles into the 

noise better than any COR squelch setting that would work in the 

high intermod of downtown Atlanta. The repeater now only repeats 

those who xwant*x to be repeated. Users simplex on the output, or 

on the input with CTCSS turned off, are no problem. We get an 
occasional hetrodyne on weak users, but we can live with that. 

Usually we tell them to buy an amp. :-) 


Gary 

Gary Coffman KE4ZV 
Destructive Testing Systems 
534 Shannon Way 
Lawrenceville, GA 30244 


You make it, 
we break it. 
Guaranteed! 


gatech!wa4mei! ke4zv! gary 
uunet!rsiatl!ke4zv! gary 
emory!kd4nc!ke4zv! gary 
emory!ke4zv! gary@gatech.edu 


Date: Thu, 07 Jan 93 07:30:31 GMT 
From: swrinde!emory!rsiatl!jgd@network.UCSD.EDU 
To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


References <8339@lib.tmc.edu>, <1id4laINNqlq@transfer.stratus.com>, 
<8359@lib.tmc.edu> 
Subject : Re: Closed repeaters 


jmaynard@oac.hsc.uth.tmc.edu (Jay Maynard) writes: 


>I (generic repeater trustee) followed all the procedures in place to geta 
>frequency pair to put my repeater on. I agreed to use a particular fixed 
>frequency, to follow limits on height and effective radiated power, and to 
>keep out of everyone else's way. Once upon a time, that was good enough. Now 


>you're telling me that it isn't. 


I built this metal plating factory according to all the rules and carefully 
routed my waste lines out to the leach field as instructed by the 

health inspector. Now you're telling me I have to install pollution 
controls AT MY EXPENSE in order to control the discharge of heavy 

metals and 1,1,1 TCE? And I have to dig up all the old stuff AT MY 

EXPENSE and truck it to a hazardous waste facility? 


THAT's NOT FAIR. You're changing the rules in mid-stream. 


The rules of life change, Jay. You can't squat in one place and remain, 
particularly when you're squatting on a public resource. 


John 

John De Armond, WD40QC |Interested in high performance mobility? 
Performance Engineering Magazine(TM) | Interested in high tech and computers? 
Marietta, Ga | Send ur snail-mail address to 
jgd@dixie.com | perform@dixie.com for a free sample mag 


Need Usenet public Access in Atlanta? Write Me for info on Dixie.com. 


Date: Thu, 07 Jan 93 07:24:47 GMT 
From: swrinde!emory!xrsiatl!jgd@network.UCSD.EDU 
To: ham-policy@ucsd.edu 


References <8339@lib.tmc.edu>, 
<POPOVICH.93Jan5220506@morningside.cs.columbia.edu>, <8356@lib.tmc.edu> 
Subject : Re: Closed repeaters 


jmaynard@oac.hsc.uth.tmc.edu (Jay Maynard) writes: 


>In article <POPOVICH.93Jan5220506@morningside.cs.columbia.edu> 
popovich@cs.columbia.edu (Steve Popovich) writes: 

>>The problem is that the road that you are parked in is a wide, modern 
>>Interstate highway, while the next road over is an ungraded cow path 
>>that only certain premium-priced four-wheel drive vehicles can use 
>>productively. To be more exact: 


>The Interstate I'm on was just an ungraded cow path when I first got here, 
>too; I've put a lot of time and money in paving. In fact, I was chased off the 
>next Interstate over because they told me there wasn't room. Now that I've 
>paved it, others want to come in and take it away from me. 


>Beats me. I'm just shooting them down. 


No you're not. You built your freeway at your own expense on PUBLIC 
property and then you whined when the public decided the land had 

better uses. You, of course, knew the ground rules going in and therefore 
have no basis for complaint. Other than you just bitch a lot. 


A concrete example. My great-uncle built a cabin on national forest 
land under a 99 year lease. That lease runs out in a few years and 
the Forestry Service has decided not to renew. Guess what? 

The cabin is gone when the lease runs out. He knew those ground-rules 
going in and decided the short term benefits were worth the long term 
risk. 


Same with repeaters on the amateur bands, Jay. You can build an 
electronic castle on top of the publicly owned sand foundation if 
you like. Just don't be surprised when the public washes that 
foundation away one day. 


John 

John De Armond, WD40QC |Interested in high performance mobility? 
Performance Engineering Magazine(TM) | Interested in high tech and computers? 
Marietta, Ga | Send ur snail-mail address to 
jgd@dixie.com | perform@dixie.com for a free sample mag 


Need Usenet public Access in Atlanta? Write Me for info on Dixie.com. 
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